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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 November 2001 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)[X] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [X3 Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 4,5 J and 11-13 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [X] Claim(s) 1-3.6.8-10 and 14-16 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) ^ Claim(s) 1-16 are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)E3 All b)Q Some * c)\3 None of: 

1 .[X] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 04/11/03, 04/1 5/03 ; £?S//qfo3 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Election/Restrictions 

1 . This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species of the claimed invention: 

a) dishwashing detergent auxiliary as generically disclosed in claim 1 , and 
exemplified as humectant in claim 4, as detergency enzyme in claim 7 and as organic 
solvent system in claim 8, and a non-ionic surfactant as per claim 16; 

If an organic solvent system is elected as dishwasing detergent auxiliary, then claim 8 
is directed to the following patentably distinct species of the claimed invention; species 
of solvents as exemplified in claims 9, 10 and 12. 

b) claim 1 is directed to the following patentably distinct species of the claimed 
invention: anhydrous liquid, gel or paste of dishwashing detergent auxiliary; 

c) claim 2 is directed to the following patentably distinct species of the claimed 
invention: method of densifying dishwashing product; 



Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, claims 1 , 2 and 8 are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim 
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is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

2. During a telephone conversation with Mr. J. Bamber, esq., on February 18, 2004 
a provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of the following 
species: 

a) organic solvent , which is glycol, as a dishwashing detergent auxiliary; 

b) anhydrous liquid as a form of dishwashing detergent auxiliary; 

c) tamping as a method of densifying as per claim 2. 

Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office 
action. Claims 4, 5, 7, 1 1-13 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 
37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to non-elected species. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over 
the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) of the other invention. 



Application/Control Number: 09/994,557 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1746 

3. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 

4. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 14-16 are examined on the merits. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. Applicant is advised that the MP.E.P. states the following with respect to large 
information disclosure statements: 

Although a concise explanation of the relevance of information is 
not required for English language information, applicants are encouraged 
to provide a concise explanation of why the English-language information 
is being submitted. Concise explanations (especially those that point out 
the relevant pages and lines) are helpful to the Office, particularly where 
documents are lengthy and complex and applicant is aware of a section 
that is highly relevant to patentability or where a large number of 
documents are submitted and applicant is aware that one or more is highly 
relevant to patentability. 

M.P.E.P. § 609. This statement is in accord with dicta from Molins PLC v. 
Textron, Inc., 48 F.3d 1 172 (Fed. Cir. 1995), states that forcing the Examiner to find "a 
needle in a haystack" is "probative of bad faith." Id. at 1888. This case presented a 
situation where the disclosure was in excess of 700 pages and contained more than fifty 
references. Id. 1888. A cursory glance at the M.P.E.P. also provides more support for 
this position. In a subsection entitled "Aids to Compliance With Duty of Disclosure," 
item thirteen states: 
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It is desirable to avoid the submission of long lists of documents if it 
can be avoided. Eliminate clearly irrelevant information and marginally 
pertinent cumulative information. If a long list is submitted, highlight those 
documents which have been specifically brought to Applicant's attention 
and/or are known to be of the most significance. See Penn Yan Boats, 
Inc. v. Sea Lark Boats, Inc., 359 F.Supp 948 (S.D. Fla. 1972) aff d 479 
F 2d 1338 (5 th Cir 1974 ^ Molins ^ 

MPEP 2004. Therefore it is recommended that if any information that has been 
cited by Applicants in the disclosure statement, is known to be material for 
patentability as defined by 37 CFR 1.56, Applicant should present a concise 
statement as to the relevance of that/those particular documents therein cited. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1,3, 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Richardson et al (U.S. 4,115,292). 

Richardson discloses a method for using detergent articles in automatic 
dishwasher comprising contacting the subjects to be washed with a detergent (Example 
IX, col.23) that consists of two parts, wherein an enzyme (detergent auxiliary of the 
instant claim 1) is enclosed in an inner water soluble film carrier (reads on one 
compartment of multi-compartment pouch of claim 1), and a detergent (automatic 
dishwashing product of the instant claim 2) is enclosed in an outer water soluble film 
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pocket (reads on another separate compartment of multi-compartment pouch of the 
instant claim 1 ) (abstract, see also Example XIII in col.23, 24). Inner and outer pockets 
can be made from different water soluble materials, which inherently provides for their 
different rates of solubility under given temperature conditions, and thus meets the 
limitations of claim 15. A detergent composition is solid particulate, in granular , 
viscous liquid, paste or gel form (col. 10, lines 32-36) . With regard to claims 8, 9, 10, 
Richardson teaches that the inner compartment in addition to the detergent auxiliary 
contains 10-30% of plasticizer, which plasiticizer is selected from glycols (the auxiliary 
elected by applicants), glycerol, sorbitol, triethanolamine and mixtures thereof (, col. 7, 
lines 44-68, col.8, lines 1-14, claims 21, 22 in col. 29). With regard to claim 16, 
Richardson teaches that the detergent composition contains ionic, nonionic or other 
types of surfactants (col. 10, lines 37-45). 

8. Claims 1, 2, 3, 6, 8-10, 14, 15, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by UK 2,330,362. 

UK'362 teaches a method of using a detergent composition in automatic 
dishwashing machine, the composition comprises a detergent tablet within a water 
soluble warp (one compartment) and the tablet comprises first and second water 
soluble layers having different solubility in water. Methods for producing detergent 
composition involve co-compressing a first layer comprising granular builder and a 
second layer comprised of a dense powder builder. In one embodiment differently 
soluble first layer and second layer correspondingly comprised enzyme and bleach in 
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first layer and activator for bleach in second layer (abstract, page 2, third paragraph, 
fourth paragraph). The important feature is that the components of the first layer are 
released before the components of the second layer (page 5, lines 9-11). In addition to 
a bleach and end enzyme (detergent auxiliary) the composition contains surfactant and 
other additives (page 5, second paragraph). Tablet is made by a compression in a press 
(page 8), and it is preferred that the first layer dissolves at least twice as rapidly as the 
second layer (page 9, second paragraph), which reads on limitations of claim 15. The 
second layer incorporates a detergent bleach or so called bleaching system (page 10, 
second paragraph). The non-ionic surface active agent can be incorporated in either 
one of the layers (page 12, third paragraph), which reads on specific limitations of claim 
16. Further ingredients that can be equally present in each one of the layers 
(compartments) include a binder that is ethylene glycol, which meets the limitati9osn of 
the instant claims 8, 9, 10, and 12. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Kornakov whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-1303. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Randy Gulakowski can be reached on (571) 272-1302. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Kornakov 

Examiner 

Art Unit 1746 




